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Assistant Commissioner for Patents 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Dear Sir: 

Applicants hereby petition under 37 C.F.R. §1. 136(b) for an extension of time to file aReply 
to the Examiner's Answer of October 19, 2001. It is urged that there is sufficient cause for the 
requested extension and the time request is reasonable as explained below. 

The Examiner's Answer was mailed on October 19, 2001. Applicants did not receive the 
Answer until January 18, 2002, well after the original two-month deadline of December 19, 2001 
for submitting a reply had passed. On January 29, 2002 Applicants filed a Petition to Reset the 
Period for Reply due to late receipt of the Office Action. At the time of filing the Petition to Restart, 
Applicants' representative did not know whether or not the petition would be granted. Section 
710.06 of the MPEP states that "the Office will grant a petition to restart the previously set period 
for reply to an Office Action to run from the date of receipt of the Office Action at the 
correspondence address when the following criteria are met.' 1 Section 710.06 also states N [w]here 
an Office Action was received with less than two months remaining in a shortened statutory period 
of three months the reply max be started from the date of receipt." The MPEP's use of the terms 
"will" and "may" makes it unclear as to whether or not the period for reply will be automatically 
granted or, if granted, from what date the period will be reset. 

On March 14, 2002 the Office mailed its Decision on Petition granting the Petition to Reset 
A Period for Reply. The period was reset to the date of receipt of the Examiner's Answer, namely 
January 1 8, 2002. Accordingly, as of March 14, 2002 there were only four days left in the response 
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period. Applicants did not actually receive the Decision on Petition until March 20, 2002, two days 
after the period for reply had expired. 

Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that sufficient cause for the requested extension 
exists. And the requested extension is reasonable, being less than one month. 

If it is deemed that the circumstances for which Applicants seek an extension of time do not 
fall within the provisions of 37 C.F.R. 1 . 136(b), kindly consider this communication a petition under 
37 C.F.R. § 1 . 1 83 to suspend the rule requiring that a Reply to an Examiner' s Answer be filed within 
two months of the mailing date of the Answer. The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge 
the petition fee set forth in 3 7 C.F.R. § 1 . 1 7(h) from deposit account number 02-2 1 3 5 . A duplicate 
copy of this petition is enclosed for that purpose. 



RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED, 
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